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Meanwhile Paraguay's declaration of war, following immediately
upon the abandonment of mediation by Argentina and Chile, seems
finally to have convinced the Commission of Neutrals at Washing-
ton that the time had come for the dispute to be handed over to the
League of Nations. Brazil and Peru, unlike Argentina and Chile,
had accepted the invitation from the Neutral Commission in the
second week of May to discuss further possibilities of conciliation,
but after the issue of the Paraguayan decree on the 10th May Brazil
withdrew from the Commission. At the beginning of June it was
reported that the A.B.CJP. Group, after consulting together, had come
to the conclusion that further attempts at mediation must be left
to the League of Nations, and on the 27th June the Neutral Commis-
sion formally announced its decision to retire from the negotiations
in favour of the League.
The news that Paraguay had declared war was conveyed to Geneva
in a communication from the Bolivian Government, which declared
that Paraguay, by her action, had deliberately infringed the terms of
the Covenant and incurred the sanctions for which Article 16 provided.
The news would probably have created a greater sensation if it had
not coincided with an acute crisis in the Disarmament Conference;1
and even in the actual circumstances it could not fail to give rise to
much anxious discussion as to the attitude which the League ought
to adopt in this unprecedented situation.2 One section of opinion
held that the Council was bound to take the line suggested by Bolivia
and bring the machinery of the Covenant into operation against
Paraguay;3 but in other quarters it was felt that, though Paraguay
might have put herself technically in the wrong, she had in fact
done nothing more than give formal recognition to the state of war
1	See the present volume, Part II, section (ii) (c).
2	This was the first occasion on which the League had had to deal with a
declaration of war by one of its members. The Graeco-Turkish War of 1921-2
in Anatolia had heen merely a local continuation of the General War, the
Sevres Peace Treaty not having been ratified by Turkey. In the case of the
wars in the Arabian Peninsula, none of the combatants had the status of
members of the League of Nations (the Hijaz, which was entitled to that status
by virtue of its signature of the Versailles Treaty, had lost it owing to its
failure to ratify the Treaty), and the League had not been called upon to inter-
vene; while in the case of the fighting which had taken place since 1919 in
various other parts of the globe—notably in the Par East—the operations
might have been war in everything but name, but no formal declaration of a
state of war had been made.
3	The French Government, in particular, were reported to have taken the
view that it was in the general interests of world peace that Paraguay should
be declared the aggressor. The British Government took the opposite view—
that it was more important to continue attempts to settle the dispute by the
methods of conciliation.

